Sir,

We would like to discuss on the report on "low-level laser therapy for androgenic alopecia.\[[@ref1]\]" Munck *et al*. have reported that "low-level laser therapy (LLLT) represents a potentially effective treatment for both male and female androgenetic alopecia, either as monotherapy or concomitant therapy.\[[@ref1]\]" In fact, it is no doubt that LLLT is useful alopecia treatment. Nevertheless, there are issued to further study. Avci *et al*. noted that "the optimum wavelength, coherence and dosimetric parameters remain to be determined.\[[@ref2]\]" In addition, as noted by Gupta and Daigle,\[[@ref3]\] it is still requires for further good trial to conclude for the exact non bias result of LLLT. In available studies, including to the present report by Munck *et al*.,\[[@ref1]\] "power, confounding and analysis issues" are the common weak points.

According to the above commentary, the primary authors\' responds in each topic will be further detailed. Regarding dosimetry, it is impossible to utilize pharmacokinetic information with topical agents to arrive at the exact clinical dosage of an "active." Therefore, it has become generally accepted, based on references in the scientific literature that Lower Level Laser Treatment with wavelengths between 630 and 670 nm, is "thought to induce proliferative activity in hair follicles resulting in terminalitzation of vellus hair follicles".\[[@ref4]\] That is why 655 nm which is in between the above mentioned recognized wavelengths, has become the "gold standard" used in clinical studies to test for efficacy, based primarily on the objective measurement of hair density, and secondarily on global outcomes as judged by experts in the field. Regarding efficacy, this quote was contained in the already mentioned sentence, "in addition as noticed by Gupta and Daigle,\[[@ref3]\] it is still requires for further good trial to conclude for the exact non-bias result of LLLT" Unfortunately the article by Gupta and Daigle\[[@ref3]\] was written and submitted before publication occurred describing the comprehensive and definitive clinical study by Jimenez *et al*.\[[@ref5]\] Therefore, it is understandable why they reached their conclusion.\[[@ref3]\] The mentioned article of Jimenez *et al*.\[[@ref5]\] is the most comprehensive one published to date in a peer-review journal and validates the use of 655 nm to achieve significant efficacy. This is the conclusion that Jimenez *et al*. reached, "we observed a statistically significant difference in the increase in terminal hair density between lasercomb and sham treated subjectsΌ our results suggest that low-level laser treatment may be an effective option to treat pattern hair loss in both men and women.\[[@ref5]\]" The present study by Munck *et al*.\[[@ref1]\] at least involved global evaluation which is also a key measurement of the visible changes in hair density and the results closely paralleled the results found in the 4 objective studies.
